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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 4/7/09 
has been entered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Claims 1,16 and 1 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1, taken as exemplary, recites a wherein clause in lines 15-17. It is 
unclear since some of the members of the group are either redundant or at odds with 
each other. For example, the term "retail store" is normally defined as a single store. 
However, the other members of the group seem to allude to inclusion of multiple stores 
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or kiosks. Since these members of the group appear at odds based upon their basic 
meanings, the group as a whole becomes unclear. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-7 and 9-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dobbins (US 2002/0063034 A1) in view of Jones (US 6,128,402) and further in 
view of Ibarrola (US 5,368,149). 

Regarding Claims 1,16 and 19, Dobbins discloses the method and system of 
electronically managing a payment media exception processed from a payment media 
originating source, i.e., such as a cashier's cash drawer as mentioned at paragraph 3, 
first five lines, by a payment media handling apparatus, such as a bill acceptor (106), as 
mentioned in paragraph 32. 

Dobbins further discloses Initiating a payment media acceptance operation using 
the payment media handling apparatus, i.e., such as mentioned in paragraphs 32 and 
36, which mentions that cashiers who identify themselves or other persons with wireless 
ID tags, such as the store manager, may access the payment media handling 
apparatus. 

Dobbins further discloses processing the at least one of the payment media 
determined to be unacceptable based upon instructions provided by a retail store. See 
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Dobbins at paragraph 49, last four lines, i.e., "many retailers require all $50 and $100 
bills be dropped directly and immediately into the electronic safe..." 

Dobbins does not expressly disclose, but Ibarrola discloses a step of accepting a 
coin of a face value in which the face value is limited to be less than a preset cash value 
at col. 6, lines 14-21. 

Regarding Claims 1,16 and 1 9, at the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have accepted currency face values beneath 
a preset limit, as taught by Ibarrola, in Dobbins' currency acceptor, since one ordinarily 
skilled in the art would have considered doing so for the predictable purpose of limiting 
the acceptance of larger size bills, as is customary in commerce. 

Regarding Claims 2, 17 and 20, note that the originating source is the cash till of 
a register from a retail store. 

Regarding Claims 3 and 18, note that Dobbins disclose handling bills and checks 
at paragraph 49. 

Regarding Claim 4, note that Dobbins discloses reporting various parameters 
and data regarding the transactions with the payment media handling device at figure 4 
and at paragraph 5, for example. 

Regarding Claim 5, Dobbins discloses damaged or worn bills at paragraph 29. 

Regarding Claims 1,16 and 1 9, Dobbins does not expressly disclose, but Jones 
discloses automatically determining if the payment media is in an acceptable or 
unacceptable condition. See Jones at col. 8, lines 35-53. 
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Regarding Claims 1,16 and 19, at the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have included a currency or bill acceptor as 
taught by Jones, in Dobbins' currency acceptor, since Dobbins' does not disclose 
details of such an acceptor, but suggests the use of an acceptor as taught by Jones. 
Further, Jones' device is disclosed at col. 3, lines 12-20 as rapidly processing bills. 
Thus, it would have been evident to one ordinarily skilled to incorporate Jones' bill 
acceptor into Dobbins' apparatus in order to rapidly process bills. 

Regarding Claims 6-7, Jones further discloses notifying the user that the at least 
one payment media has been rejected by the currency handling device. See Jones at 
col. 8, lines 35-53, in which rejected bills are returned to the customer/user. Note that 
the act of returning the bills to the customer is construed as notification that the bills are 
unacceptable. 

Regarding Claim 9, note that both Jones' and Dobbins currency handling devices 
are considered to be secure drop boxes. 

Regarding Claim 10, note that Dobbins discloses placing payment media in an 
envelope at figure 2, for example. 

Regarding Claims 11 and 12, Dobbins discloses providing information 
concerning the envelope of currency at paragraph 33. 

Regarding Claim 13, see Dobbins again at paragraph 49, last four lines. 

Regarding Claim 14, note again that Dobbins discloses processing envelopes 
only from approved users with a user id such as a wireless device as described at 
paragraph 35 and processing only particular values of bills at paragraph 49. 
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Regarding Claim 15, Dobbins discloses notifying a supervisor at paragraphs 36, 
38 and 44-46. 

6. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dobbins 
(US 2002/0063034 A1) in view of Jones (US 6,128,402), further in view of Ibarrola (US 
5,368,149), and still further in view of Jones (US 6,363,164 B1). 

Dobbins discloses the system described above. 

Regarding Claim 8, Dobbins does not expressly disclose, but Jones '164 
discloses instructing the user to manually rearrange or reposition a portion of the 
currency that is determined to be unacceptable by the media handling apparatus, for the 
purpose of having the operator turn over reverse-faced bills that were unidentified and 
put them through the banknote validator a second time. See Jones at col. 63, lines 45- 
62 and col. 64, lines 55-63. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to have instructed the user of Dobbins' currency acceptor to manually turn over 
reverse-faced bills and re-feed them through the bill validator, as taught by Jones, in 
Dobbins' currency acceptor, for the purpose of validating all bills in a stack, including 
those that are reverse-faced. 

Double Patenting 

7. The nonstatutory double patenting rejection is based on a judicially created 
doctrine grounded in public policy (a policy reflected in the statute) so as to prevent the 
unjustified or improper timewise extension of the "right to exclude" granted by a patent 
and to prevent possible harassment by multiple assignees. A nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection is appropriate where the conflicting claims 
are not identical, but at least one examined application claim is not patentably distinct 
from the reference claim(s) because the examined application claim is either anticipated 
by, or would have been obvious over, the reference claim(s). See, e.g., In re Berg, 140 
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F.3d 1428, 46 USPQ2d 1226 (Fed. Cir. 1998); In re Goodman, 11 F.3d 1046, 29 
USPQ2d 2010 (Fed. Cir. 1993); In re Longi, 759 F.2d 887, 225 USPQ 645 (Fed. Cir. 
1985); In re Van Ornum, 686 F.2d 937, 214 USPQ 761 (CCPA 1982); In re Vogel, 422 
F.2d 438, 164 USPQ 619 (CCPA 1970); and In re Thorington, 418 F.2d 528, 163 
USPQ 644 (CCPA 1969). 

A timely filed terminal disclaimer in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .321 (c) or 1 .321 (d) 
may be used to overcome an actual or provisional rejection based on a nonstatutory 
double patenting ground provided the conflicting application or patent either is shown to 
be commonly owned with this application, or claims an invention made as a result of 
activities undertaken within the scope of a joint research agreement. 

Effective January 1 , 1994, a registered attorney or agent of record may sign a 
terminal disclaimer. A terminal disclaimer signed by the assignee must fully comply with 
37 CFR 3.73(b). 



8. Claims 1-20 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over Claims 1-20 of 
copending Application No. 10/524,109; Claims 1-19 and 21 of copending Application 
No. 10/524,110; Claims 1-19 and 24 of copending Application No. 10/524,111; Claims 
1-18, 23 and 35 of copending Application No. 10/524,112; Claims 1-7, 9-10 and 12-14 
of copending Application No. 10/933,289; and Claims 1-9, 11, 13-33, 35 and 37-45 of 
copending Application No. 1 1/1 17,563. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, 
they are not patentably distinct from each other because the independent claims of 
each of the mentioned applications embodies the subject matter of the Claims of the 
instant application. Specifically, these Claims recite a method of electronically 
managing a payment media exception processed from a payment media originating 
source by a payment media handling apparatus including the steps of initiating payment 
media acceptance using the payment media handling apparatus, automatically 
determining whether at least one of the payment media is in an unsuitable condition to 
be accepted by the media handling apparatus, and processing the at least one of the 
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payment media determined to be unsuitable based on rules in a lookup table, 
instructions from a user, instructions from a supervisor and instructions provided by an 
entity other than a retail store. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the 
conflicting claims have not in fact been patented. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to Claims 1-20 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to JEFFREY A. SHAPIRO whose telephone number is 
(571)272-6943. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 9:00 AM- 
5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Patrick H. Mackey can be reached on (571)272-6916. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Jeffrey A. Shapiro/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3653 

July 17, 2009 



